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OPINION

PER CURIAM:

Kebkab Ayalew seeks a review of the decision of the Board of
Immigration Appeals (Board) denying relief on her application for
asylum and withholding of deportation.

The Immigration and Nationality Act (Act) authorizes the Attorney
General, in her discretion, to confer asylum on any refugee. See 8
U.S.C.A. § 1158(a) (West 1999). The Act defines a refugee as a per-
son unwilling or unable to return to his native country "because of
persecution or a well-founded fear of persecution on account of race,
religion, nationality, membership in a particular social group, or polit-
ical opinion." 8 U.S.C.A. § 1101(a)(42)(A) (West 1999); M.A. v. INS,
899 F.2d 304, 307 (4th Cir. 1990) (en banc).

The immigration court found Ayalew's evidence regarding her past
persecution and fear of future persecution was not credible. The
immigration court also found that even if she had provided credible
evidence, Ayalew would not qualify for asylum or withholding of
deportation based upon a showing of past persecution or a well-
founded fear of future persecution. The immigration court denied
Ayalew's application for asylum and withholding of deportation but
granted her voluntary departure. The Board affirmed that decision,
upholding the credibility determination.

The Board's determination that Ayalew is not eligible for asylum
must be upheld if the determination is "supported by reasonable, sub-
stantial, and probative evidence on the record considered as a whole."
8 U.S.C. § 1105a(a)(4) (1994). The decision may be reversed only if
the evidence presented by Ayalew was such that a reasonable fact
finder would have to conclude that the requisite fear of persecution
existed. See INS v. Elias-Zacarias, 502 U.S. 478, 481 (1992). Great
weight is accorded to the credibility determinations of the immigra-
tion judge and the Board, provided the determinations are supported
by "specific, cogent reason[s]." Figeroa v. INS, 886 F.2d 76, 78-79
(4th Cir. 1989) (quoting Turcios v. INS, 821 F.2d 1396, 1399 (9th Cir.
1987)). We find that the Board noted sufficient specific and cogent
reasons to uphold the credibility finding of the immigration court.
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That determination is entitled to substantial deference. As a result, we
find that the Board's conclusion that Ayalew failed to present reliable
evidence sufficient to establish eligibility for asylum is supported by
substantial evidence.

Finding no error in the Board's decision, we affirm. We reinstate
the thirty day period for Ayalew's voluntary departure, with the
period beginning to run on the date this court's mandate becomes
effective. See Ramsay v. INS, 14 F.3d 206, 212 (4th Cir. 1994). We
dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions
are adequately presented in the materials before the court and argu-
ment would not aid the decisional process.

AFFIRMED
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